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COMMENTS
Chronicle Broadcasting Co. ("Chronicle"), operator through
subsidiaries of five television broadcast stations in Califor-
nia, Nebraska and Kansas, by its attorneys, hereby comments on

the Commission's Notice of Inquiry ("NOI") in the above-

referenced proceeding, 2 FCC Recd. 5125 (1987).

1. Chronicle was among the 55 broadcast organizations and
companies that joined the Association of Maximum Service
Telecasters ("MST"), the National Association of Broadcasters
("NAB") and the Association of Independent Television Stations
("INTV") in petitioning the Commission to adopt a Notice of
Inquiry concerning the impact on the existing terrestrial
television broadcasting industry from the introduction of

advanced television systems ("ATV") in the video marketplace.
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With respect to the NOI adopted by the Commission, Chronicle
generally supports the comments being filed by MST and NAB.

2. While the NOI raises numerous complex technical issues
regarding the deployment of ATV systems, a major television
industry effort is currently underway to carry out the develop-
ment, testing and evaluation necessary to address the issues
raised by the NOI concerning the capabilities and spectrum needs
of specific ATV systems and the costs associated with implement-
ing them. It is currently estimated that such development and
evaluation can be completed in the next two to three years.
Thus, it is essential that the Commission take no action to
preclude the ultimate implementation by terrestrial broadcasters
of any of the various ATV systems being evaluated.

3. The advent of ATV promises to revolutionize the video
marketplace. Local television broadcasters have been instrumen-
tal in the introduction of previous technical innovations, such
as color television and stereo television. The technical
limitations of the present 6 MHz NTSC video format, however, may
foreclose local broadcasters from implementing an ATV system of
comparable quality with that which will be available through
non-broadcast video delivery systems.

4. It is of paramount importance that local broadcasters
have the opportunity to implement a competitive ATV system which
includes such improvements as a wider-aspect ratio, substan-
tially improved vertical and horizontal static resolution, high-

quality motion reproduction and compact disk-quality sound.
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Without ATV, local broadcasters will be operating at a severe
disadvantage in the video marketplace in relation to non-
broadcast ATV video delivery systems and the very viability of
free, universally available broadcast television service could
be threatened.

5. The implementation of an ATV system which is compatible
with the current universe of NTSC receivers is a vital element
in achieving a smooth transition to ATV. The development of an
ATV system which can be viewed on existing NTSC receivers with
an NTSC-quality picture without a converter or with an inexpen-
sive decoder must be a high priority. Great weight should also
be given to the development of an ATV system which is compatible
with the current 6 MHz channelization scheme for terrestrial
broadcasters. This may be accomplished either through a single-
channel 6 MHz ATV system or through the use of existing channels
and an augmentation channel of 3 to 6 MHz in width.

6. The Commission should employ a comprehensive approach
for developing and testing new terrestrial ATV transmission
systems. Decisions cannot be made in a vacuum with respect to
spectrum requirements, interference protection standards and ATV
system performance. These issues are interrelated and should be
treated in a unified manner.

7. In conclusion, Chronicle supports industry efforts to
develop, test and evaluate ATV systems. Local broadcasters must
have the opportunity to provide their viewers with an ATV system

on par with those available through non-broadcast delivery
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means. Great emphasis must be placed on developing a true ATV
system that is compatible with existing NTSC receivers. The
failure to provide for such a terrestrial ATV transmission
system may result in severe consequences for the local broadcast
television industry.

Respectfully submitted,

CHRONICLE BROADCASTING CO

By: /
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